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= SrUAR Ts, has circulated with theie 
RO) WA) Blood, fince that Sanglante Tragedy, uy : 
=== which did put a Period to the glori: 
dus Life of their Sovereign, and will! 
be 3 — among them from Generation to 
Generation, as the original Sin among en 3 
Children. 


vi THE moſt 25 Author of the Pamplet now 


before me, whom I ſuppoſe to have learned Divi- 
Cheeſmonger's, or Saen 


eruel Monſters, who dy'd their ſacrilegious Hand bs 
— ſacred Blood of cheir natural and legitimate = 

ign, moved by the ſame eil Spirit, which! 
Need his barbarous Anceſtors to peaptrate that 9 
ade abhorred even by the. Tauts ind moſh 


Salvage Pei, can © bear ſeeing che Church of — 
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ing, for the 1865 of a Crime, in which ſhe 
had no hand; without ridiculing in the Exceſs of, 
| His Rage, a Faft ordained, and authorized, by the 

'Legiflature'itlelt. 

TRE Fanatick, following the Example of all Cie 
Sefaries, his Brethren, chooſes for his wicked Pur- 
_ poſe, a number of Paſſages out of the Scripture, 

miſapply'd, and miſinterpreted; taking one for 
his Text out of Jaiab, which means nothing leſs 
than what he pretends; the Prophet ſhowing only- 
in that Chapter, the difference betwixt” a counter- 
feit Faſt, and a true and fincere one, as it plainly 
appears by the Argument of the ſaid Chapter, and 
by the following Verſes: 1s it fuch Faſt as I have 
OY Day for a Man to aſflict bis Saul? Ii 
10 bow down bis Head as a Bull-Ruſh, and to ſpread 
Sackcloth and Buſhes under bim Will thow-call this 
a Faſt, and an acceptable Day tothe Lori ? 5. 
And again, ver. 6. Is not this the Faſt whith Thave 
choſen ? To looſe the Bands of Witkedns/s," to undd ths | 
” heavy Burthens, and to let the Oppreſſed go free, aud 

that you break every. Yoke, &c. &c. I; 
Lr any impartial Man judge, how ſuch Fal, 


3 ligen can ſerve the Turn of our Puritan, and what 


Inferences he can draw from them aga inſt our Faſt 
of the Thirtieth of January ? unleſs it is to let us 

underſtand, that the Crime which has been the Oc- 
caſion rhereof, was ſo black, that it ſhould be 
buried in an eternal ion. But how can we 


ſuſpect ſuch to be the Intention of our illiterate Aus , 


thor, while he is endeavouring to juſtify the Attrasſi 
city of the Crime, and calls another Author blaſ- 


phemous, and infamous, ford aſſerting, that the 


LE Murderers of King Charles the- Firſt, wer e leſs 2 


cufable than thoſe that put Chriſt to Death; which 
Aſſertion, far from being blaſphemous, can Ne ſap 


1 25 by the — undeniable Profs. 1 
E Fou 'd 


1 
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>. | (3) - 
of | I éwou'd ask my Enthuſiaſt, whether the Cruci- 
hs fixion of Chriſt, had not been decreed in the un- 


ſearchable Council of the Holy Trinity, as foon as 


the Incarnation of the Second Perſon, as the only 
Means, through which the great Myſtery of our 
Redemption was to be accompliſh'd? That ſacred 


gain, whether it was poſſible (the Almighty ad- 
mitting of no Mutability, nor Variation in his 
Judgment) to operate it otherwiſe? Let me ask 
him for the third time, whether the Fews had ever 
conſented to be Inſtruments to the Paſſion of Chriſt, 
if they had not been blinded by God? Non impar- 
tiendo malitiam ſed denegando Gratiam, ſays St. Au- 
guſtin; and, whether they had known that 7% 


have © Blindneſs, was not a fort of Excuſe for the Fews 5 


Decree, being once ſuppoſed, I would ask him a= 


Cbriſt, reputed among them to be the Son of 7 
| ſeph and Mary, was in reality the Meſſiah promiſet 
to tlieir Fathers? Let the Fanatick anſwer, if ſuch 


e 


1 and if it could be with any other View, that Chriſt. ĩñ 
e asked his Father to forgive them; Pater ignoſetse | 


Paf illis quia neſciunt quid faciunt. | 12 
what Taz Fanatice muſt not miſtake me in this place, 
Tall. for I don't pretend to make a Compariſon between 
er us! Dur Saviour, who by the Hippoſtatick Union, was 
5. both God and Man, and a ſimple Man, though a 


Prince, as was King Charles the Firſt; for I agree 
that the Crime increaſes in Enormity, one Proportion 
1 of the Dignity of the Object offended; neither does 


the Queſtion depend upon that Campariſon, which y 3 
blaß! can't be, a finito, ad inſinitum; but in the nature | 
= Fit Crime abſtracted from its Object. All Laws 


4 * both divine and human, allow that, ignorantia in- 
hich vincihilis excuſat a peccata: no body being ſo unrea- 
fap$- ſonable as to believe, that a Man who kills a Prince, 


without knowing him for ſuch, is equally guilty with 


wall © ne who does it knowingly, Beſides, Chriſt preach- 
1 ry F 2 % | 45 ed 0 


$: 


=> 


an © 
ed a Doctrine, which did appear to the carnal Zeros 
(vho minded nothing, but Littera gue occidit) quite 
different from the Law of Moſes, which ſuppoſed 
Crime was then puniſhable with Death; and that 
was another Excuſe, bad as it was, which could 
have pleaded in their Favour: But, ſays the Fa- 
natict, the Jews had the Propheſies before them, 
where they could have found all which had been 
foretold of the Maſſiab; but they wanted the Grace, 
without which, the Prophecies were to them, as a 
Looking-Glaſs is to a blind Wan. 
Ou x pitiful Pamplet Writer, in this Place fights 
againſt his own Shadow, and ſpends his Mechanick: 
Divinity to no purpoſe, by endeavouring to prove, 
what we won't deny; that the Crime of the Fews 
jn putting Chriſt to death, was attrocious, and that 
the Prayer of our Bleſſed Saviour could not render 
them leſs criminal, neither had the Prayer of King 
Charles on ſuch an Occaſion, or his Forgiveneſs, 
kender'd the Regicides innocent; but we inſiſt u- 
on the abſolute Neceſſity of that Crucifixion, and 
the Ignorance, without which it had never been 
effected; which Ignorance for want of being right- 
Iy under underſtood by our ignorant Divine, in- 
flames his fanatick Zeal, and forces him to fall 
foul of the Roman Catholicks, and to load them 
with vile Aſperſions, not at all to the purpoſe. 
But how could the Sectaries ſpit their Venom other- 
wie? Have they not always follow'd the ſame . 
Practice, when too cloſely purſued by their Ad- 
verſaries. Y 8 bo] 2 4 
TDeiis an impudent Fal ſhood of our Pamphlet, 
Milter, to pretend, that there is a parcel of People 
| m the World, that place a great deal of Merit in 
Ignorance, fince there is no ſuch People to be found, 
unleſs it is the Mabemetans, or the Sefaries them- 
zlvcs, who prefer their own Light and Judgement, 
5 ä | a 10 
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ws to the Decifion of the Church, and to the Expla® 
ite nations, or Interpretations of the Scripture, made. 
fed by thoſe, trained up from their Infancy in the Study 
bat of the Divine Myſteries of the Chriſtian Religion: 
uld Who is moſt guilty of a voluntary Ignorance, he, 
La- that's illiterate, and prefers his own Opinion, to 
nl” i that of a whole Body of learned Men, who never 
een deliver it but after a mature Deliberation; or he, 
ce, that's conſcious of his own Frailty, ſubmits his 
1 Judgment to their Deciſion? He, that by an in- 


ſupportable Pride, thinks himſelf above all In- 
ſtruction ; or he that wants it, and is willing of 
being inſtructed? Who is to be thought the moſt 
IJnorant, he, that follows the Opinion of Men, 
more learned than himſelf ; or he, that relies en- 
tirely upon his own Opinion? For this is the Caſe 
of our Pamplet Writer; and really, to write other= 
wiſe, wou'd prove very detrimental to the Anarchy, 
which his hy Brethren have endeavour'd to intro- 
duce into the Sanctuary. 
ILL allow that this is a Digreſſion foreign to our 
Subject, but I hope I ſhall have the Liberty of 
making one in this Place, in Defence of the Truth, 
as well as our Fanatick, for the Aſſertion of two 
or-three Falſhoods, of which the following 1s an 
abominable one, viz. That any Congregation which 
acknowledoe Chriſt for their Saviour, would have ca- 
nouized the infamous Murderers of Chriſt, under Pre- 
tence of their Ignorance. Sure this is a monſtrous 
Blaſphemy, which cannot but be deteſted by every 
body elſe, but Cromwel's Saints: The Church, 
which the Fanatick means, having conceived ſuch 
an Abhorrence of that heinous Crime, that ſhe 
never mentions the Jets in her Prayers throughout 
the whole Year, ſave Good Friday, when ſhe calls 
them perfidious, Et pro perfidis Fudeis, &c. far 
from exculing their Ignorance, in the Senſe of our 
* W 1 ignorant 
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(3) 
ignorant Divine, who maketh his ignorant Congre- 
gation believe 1t. 
I would ask our Enthu/7 aft, if he knows the Sig- 
nification of that Word Certificate? it appearing 
by his Diſcourſe, that he is quite a Stranger to it; 


for if any body was to give a Certificate to a Man, 


to excuſe him of a Crime committed thro* Igno- 


rance, the Ignorance alledged in the Certificate as 


an Excuſe, would not render him guiltleſs, neither 
has it the Vertue to operate the Converſion of the 
Guilty; to pretend likewiſe, that ſuch Ignorance 
was not a ſort of Excuſe for the eus, is blaſphe- 
mouſly arraigning the Veracity of Chriſt himſelf, 
who thought it ſo ; otherwiſe, he had never utter'd 
theſe Words, Pater ignoſce illis neſciunt enim quid 
faciunt ; and conſequently, it might be juſtly ſaid, 

that ſuch Prayer was a more advantageous Certifi= 
cate for the Fetus, than if Chriſt had contented him- 


felf with ſaying, Simpliciter, ignoſce lis, without 


giving any Reaſon for it; the Equity of which 
Reaſon, cannot doubtleſs be revoked, ſince pronoun- 


ced by Truth itſelf; but, ſays our Funatick, Com- 


paſſion and Forgiveneſs are two great Attributes of 
the Sons of God. But he muſt likewiſe confeſs that 
Truth 1s as great as either of them, and that he 
could as well have forgiven them, without mentt- 
oning that Excuſe, if their Ignorance had been inex- 


cuſable; far if otherwiſe, che had render d him- 


ſelf guilty of a Falſhood, which is incompatiable 


with the Divinity. 


Sach bla/phemous Philoſo bby i is certainly inſupport- 
able: Let's hear how he goes on; They now not 
what they do, doa't agree at all, ſays he, with the 
Charatter of the High Prieſt, and Sandberim ; z for 


when Fudas Nemorſe had led him to return the Mo- 


ney which they had given to betray bis Maſter, not- 


eee be paſſionately declared his Maſter' s“ 


Junocency, 


* 


. N 
# E 2 2 
9 ba | 


Innocency, and bis own Guilt, . 0 bid him look to 
that. — and proceeded to feck for falſe, Witneſs againſt 
Jeſus, and attually did ſubborn Witneſs. + 

By our Fanatick's pretending, that they knew not 
what they did, don't agree with the Character of the 
High Prieſt and the Sandherim ; he moſt queſtions 
the Candour of the Evangeliſt, who relates the Hi- 
ſtory of his Paſſion; and gives impiouſly the Lye 
to Chriſt: for there is no Medium to chooſe betwixt 
the Poſitions, which both are erroneous: and blaſ- 
phemous. However, I deny that thoſe Expreſſi- 
ons of Chriſt, do not agree with the Character of 
the Sanberim; ſince that Council had no other Ideas 
of the Meli. ab, than thoſe of Grandeur, Power, 
and Magnificence, which could not be found in 
the obſcure Life of Chriſt; the Sandberim, like 
the Sectaries, minding nothing but the literal Senſe 
of the Law: The Miah had been foretold by the 
Prophets, as the Son of David, and Heir to his 
Throne; he was to break the Chains of Iael, 
and reſtore it to its entire Liberty; which had no 


likelihood of being performed by Jeu, a Man in 


all Appearance without Power, Wealth, or Authori- 
ty; a Man who had never laid Claim to the Throne 
of his Anceſtors, and a Man who had himſelf encou- 
raged the paying the Tribute to Cæſar: How cou'd 
then the Sandberim have believed ſuch Man to be 
the Son of God? and had they not on the contra- 
ry, all the apparent Reaſons to condemn him as an 
Innovator, that did preach a Doctrine contrary to 
the Law of Moſes; they might have interpreted the 
Propheſies, and underſtood them in a more ſpiri- 
tual Senie? but they could not do it without the 
Aſſiſtance of other Grace, which they had not; fo 


can the Searies underſtand better, all the n | 


of the Scripture, which mention a Hierarchy and 
Epiſapacy' in the Church, but they refuſe to do it: 
Chrilt 


* 
Chriſt was ſo far from affecting a Sovereign Autho- 
rity, that he declared in his Examination before 
Pilate, that his Kigdom was not of this World; 
and the Witneſſes ſubborned againſt him, are call- 
ed falſe Witneſſes by the Evangeliſt, for accuſing 
Feſus of having called himſelf King of the Fews. 
Pilate himſelf, (altho* he thought him innocent) 
did not however believe that he laid any Claim to 
a Temporal Kingdom; ſeeing plainly that all the 


Rage of the Sandberim againſt him, proceeded on- 


Iy, from his preaching a Doctrine which condemn- 
ed their Conduct. 5 EC 10G 
I won't pretend to infer from all this, that the 
Ignorance of the Zewws was an invincible one, (for 
then they had been entirely guiltleſs) fince they 
wanted no means of Conviction ; but as we have 
already obſerved, they minded no more then, than 
they do ar preſent, the literal Senſe of the Law, 
wanting beſides, a ſpecial Grace to diſcover. the 
{ſpiritual one; which Grace they did not ask for. 
Every. body will allow, that if we were to take all 
the Prophecies, which mention the coming of the 
Meſſiah, in their literal Senſe, Chriſt could not have 
been thought the Son of God; and if there is 
ſome, which are clearer upon that Subject than 
others, why ſhould our Fanatick find Fault in the 
Fews, for giving a falſe Interpretation to it, more 
than in his Brethren, for doing the ſame to all the 


moſt clear Paſſages of the Scripture, -relating to the 


Church, Hirarchy, Epiſcopacy, Ordination, &c. 
Our Fanatick, tho* very ignorant himſelf, won't 
nevertheleſs admit of any Ignorance being excuſable, 
arraigning even the Apoſtle St. Paul, for alledging 
it ſuch in himſelf, when he perſecuted the Chriſtians, 
and to ſerve his wicked purpoſe, he gives a falſe 


Interpretation to the Words of the Apoſtle, chuſing 


1t 


rather to make bad Exgliſb of it, than to give 
* its 


its true and natural Senſe; ſo much he is over - 
awed by his Maſter Satan: The Greek Conjun- 
©* ion, e, which is tranſlated, may as well, fays 
he, be tranſlated as touching that being of Opis 
nion, that the Apoſtle's Senſe will appear more 


perfect, if we read it thus, I was /o and ſo wick= 


© ed, but I obtained Mercy as touching that I did 
it ignorantly, and in unbelief.”” I would not 
have the Reader think, that our Puritan, gives 
this his own ſpurious Interpretation to the Words 
of the Apoſtle, with the Intention only of leſſen- 
ing the Excuſe of St. Paul, for then he would be 
very ignorant indeed ? but he does it only to give 
us a Hint of his School Learning, and to let us 
know that he underſtands Greet; for in fact, becauſe, 
or touching that, doth not change the Senſe of 
the Sentence; Ignorance remaining ſtill for an Ex- 
cuſe of the Apoſtle's Perſecution againſt the Chri- 
ſtians. But however, continues the Fanatict, (for 
fear as I ſuppoſe of a Cenſure) St. Paul was not ſo 
wicked a Sinner as he repreſented himſelf to be; de- 
hgning by that to bring him into his Fraternity 
for a Lawyer. *Tis true, that St. Paul had not im- 
brued his Hands in Chriſt's Blood, but he had per- 
ſecuted him in his Members, which was equally 
wicked; and was going to Rome for a more ex- 
tenſive Power, when he was ſtopt on the Road of 
Damaſcus by a Voice, who ask'd him, Saule, Saule, 
quid me perjequeris ? and when he ask'd the Voice 
| Who he was, it anſwer'd him, Ego /um Cbriſtus 

quem tu perſequeris ; thereby intimating to him, 
that he was equally guilty with the Jes, who had 
© crucified Jeſus: But my Gentleman, looks upon all 
other Crimes, beſides the Crucifixion, as mere 
Trifles ; neither do I believe, that he would think 
himfelf guilty in murthering Chrift, if he was to 

5 B 3 return 
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return upon Earth, and the Oliverian, cou'd think 

in doing it, to aſſert the Good Old Cauſe. | 
I leave here our Fanatick, quoting a vaſt num- 
ber of falſe, and miſinterpreted Paſſages, (becauſe 
uſed to it when in his Tub, to give a grand Idea of 
his Learning to his Female Hearers, and have their 
Approbation in their Sabbatical Viſits, of being a 
very fine Man) to examine him upon the Point in 
queſtion, and expoſe him to the World in his true 
Light, as an Apologiſt of the Murder of our glo- 
rious Martyr; for this is the Point which touches 
him to the quick : Since any body might have ex- 
cuſed the Jes, as much and as long as he would, 
and even blaſphemed our divine Saviour, more than 
even the Sandberim did, before the Puritan had 
thought it worth while to take any Notice of it, 
Provided the Regicides of King Charles had been 
left untouched ; but it is not in his Nature to be 
ſilent upon a Subject, which arraigns his whole 
Brotherhood, and has made them deteſted and ab- 

horred by all the World. | 
EI profeſs, ſays he, that I am puzzled, what 
** People mean by ſtyling King Charles a natural 
King, for Nature introduces us into the World 
** with an Equality of Power, and Right of Do- 
** Mminion 3 and mature Men, conſider d as in a 
State of Nature, have a perfect Freedom to or- 
** der their Actions, and diſpoſe of their diſtinct 
** Propriety, without depending on the Will of 
** any other. This whole Page. and part of the 
following, is all to the ſame purpoſe, viz. to prove 
the Lawfulneſs of Anarchy, and that we were all 
born with an Equality of Power, without Subordi- 
nation; fo that no body has a natural Right to the 

Succeſſion of his Father's Eſtate, being an Uſurpa- 

tion to claim it; all others being born as free, are 
| iT. reckoned 
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reckoned by our Enthuſiaſt, equally lawful and le- 


gitimate Heirs to it; and may if they pleaſe, and 
when they pleaſe, turn us out at the Door ; for it 
would be very great injuſtice to pretend, that the 
Right of Succeſſion is better aſſerted in the Sub- 
ject than in their Sovereign, and that our Tenants 


are more obliged to pay their Rents, than we are 


to obey eur King, ſince the Enjoyment of our 
Poſſeſſions would be very precarious, if not up- 
held by his Authority; our being refractory to his 
Orders, being very likely to prove a very bad Ex- 
ample, for our Vaſſals doing the ſame to us. 


| However, to ſolve more clearly the important 
Queſtion, I would ask the Pampblet Writer, if King 


Charles the Firſt, was not the Son by Nature and 


not by Adoption, of King James the Firſt ? If King 


Fames the Firſt was not King of England, declared 
to be ſo, in Queen Elizabeth's Will by Right of In- 


heritance, and not by the Choice of the People? 


Fl ask him further, if that hereditary Kingdom, 
devolving, at King Fames's Death, to his legitimate 
Son King Charles the Firſt, was not then a natural 
Right, as being the Succeſſion of a Son to his Fa- 
ther's Eſtate ? Were not the Children of the Slaves 
among the Romans called natural Slaves, 

As for his Aſſertion, that Nature introduces us un- 
to the World with an Equality of Power; I deny it 


utterly as a monſtrous Paradox, the Author of which 


deſerves to be ſeverely puniſhed; for pretending 
to introduce thereby, a Confuſion tend ing to the en- 
tire Deſtruction of the human Kind. Even from 


the Beginning, the Men were not born with an E- 


quality of Power, ſince there was a Subordination 


of the two Children of Adam; the Right of Pri- 


mogeniture having been aſſerted from the Begin- 
ning; there has been Maſters and Servants from the 


Beginning; Poor and Rich from the Beginning; 


B 2 Chiefs 


11 1 
1 Chiefs of Families, and of Tribes from the Begin- 
1 ning. God Almighty, who alone, is tlie abſolute 
1 Maſter of all created Beings, would not ſo much as 
+ deprive Eſau of his Birib-Rigbt; before he had ſold 
1 it himſelf to his Brother Jacob: From which Pre- 
=: miſes I draw the following Concluſion, that King 
1 Charles was the natural King of the Regicides, as 
1 being by Nature legitimate and true Heir to the 
. Eſtate of his Father; which Eſtate was the King- 
FW dom of England, and which could not be lawfully 
7M taken from him, upon any Pretence whatever, But 
1 ſuppoſe (which Suppoſition is falſe) he had had no 
1 other Right to the Crown, but the free Conſent 
+. of the People; could that have entitled them to, 
"of Judge and condemn him as a Criminal, and au- 
11 thorized them to take off his Head? Has it ever 
Fa been known ſince the Beginning of Monarchy, that 
© Mt a Prince was ſubject to the penal Laws? and is it 
1 not a Maxim of the Law itſelf, that they are ſub- 
143 ject to it, only guoad directionem, ſed non quoad Co- 
Bl. attionem ? and if even it was otherwiſe, could the 
= |: Revolt of a few Fanaticks, have been taken for 
oy. the Conſent of the whole Nation? The Nobilty 
r was fled, the rebellious Rable had got the upper 
| ' Fand, and Fanatiſm, had polluted the Sanctuary 
[4 ö of the living God; which was filled then with 
5 1 2 hives and Murderers. | 
3 | | ThE Pamphlet Writer objects, that natural Right 
1 | ſuppoſed King Charles had forfeited that Right, 
1.3 by trampling upon the Liberties and Priviledges of 
1 the People. And by violating his Coronat ion 
=. Oaths; which Poſition he proves in the following 
1 h Manner. 5 p 
5 FIRST, with ſuppoſing that King Charles, aimed 
if |; at the total Deſtruction of the Proteſtant Religion; 


i 0 m Writing thus to Pope Gregory the XVth. upon 
if | the Appearance of his Alliance with the Infanta of 
138 1 | Spain; 
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Spain; That he had always been far from encouraging 
Novelties, or to be Partiſan of any Faction againſt the 
Catholick Apoſtolick and Roman Religion; which 
Suppoſition, if ever ſo true, could infer nothing a= 

ainſt King Charles; who was at the Time of 
the Writing that Letter, but Prince of Wales, and 


could not conſequently have violated an Oath, which 
he had not yet taken. Neither had it been a Crime 


in him, to declare that he, was far from encou- 
raging Novelties, ſince he could not do it, even, in 
encouraging the Proteſtant Religion, which is 


taught by its Profeſſors to be as ancient as the A- 


poſtles Time. Clearing himſelf from being Partiſan 


of Faction, has nothing in it but what is very a- 


greeable to the Spirit of the Goſpel; which is a 
Spirit of Temperance, Humility, and Peace, quite 


oppoſite to that of Facton, which breaths nothing 


but Trouble and Confuſion ; and conſequently more 
to be abhor'd by a Prince, who is obliged to ſet 
a good Example, then by his Subjects. But ſince 
that Letter to Gregory the Vth, is taken by many 


for Apocryphal, this Suppolition of our Fanatick's, 


is as falſe as all his others. Beſides, I don't ſee 
why King Charles had been a Tyrant, if even he had 
attempted any thing againſt the Religion eftabliſh- 


ed in the Land? For, will any Proteſtant ſay, 
that King Henry the VIIth, was a Tyrant for 
building the Proteſtant Church upou the Ruin of 


that of Rome! but King Charles perſiſting and dy- 
ing in the Proteſtant Religion, takes of all Suſpi- 
cion of that kind; which was only made Uſe of 
by the Rebels, for a Pretence to come eaſier at his 


2 Sacred Head. 85 | | 
The Pampbhlet Writer muſt not think, that by 


clearing in this Place King Charles of the Tyrany 


he accuſes him of, I ſuppoſe Tyrany, to be 
2 reaſonable Pretence for depriving a King of 


his 
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his Throne; for I look upon a Tyrant, as upon a 
young Prince in his Minority, who is incapable of 
governing by himſelf, on account of his tender 
1 Years, his want of Knowledge, and Experience; 
oo. - and as it would be the greateſt Injuſtice in the Sub- 
| jects of ſuch a Prince to deprive him of his Domi- 
1 nions, and transfer them to another, ſo the ſame 
*l. might be ſaid of a Tyrant: The Turks have often 
14 depoſed their Emperor, but they have always filled 
1 his Place by a Succeſſor the neareſt in Blood, never 

* puniſhing the Son for the Crime of his Father. 

Ouk honeſt Aſſerter of the good old Cauſe, 


iN makes another 2ywre to the ſame Purpoſe, to 
7 mx Jengrhen, as I ſuppoſe, his ſpurious Jargon, and 
1 make it worth two-pence more. Now I would 
my _ © ask, ſays he, in what View King Charles could, 
> Ml ** with any Propriety, be called the natural King 
418 * of the Regicides? To which Queſtion J have 
. given already, I hope, a ſatisfactory Anſwer, in 
'I hi ' proving his unqueſtionable Right to the Kingdom. 
1.18 I muſt confeſs, that if the Nation had but juſt 
den begun to unite into a Society, and to put itſelf 
9 under his Government, (as the Fanaticł would per- 
Ii ſuade thoſe, who are ignorant enough to believe 
008 him) and if the Kingdom of England had been an 
81 elective one, as that of Poland, the Right of King 
7 118 Charles had not been a natural Right; but fince it 
1! was but a Continuation of the Power, which 
| his glorious Anceſtors had acquir'd over the Na- 


Sts 
32 
— 


181 tion, which Nation was indebted to them for the 

1 moft part of its Priviledges; he was undoubtedly 
1 [ the natural King of the Regicides; and all Afﬀer- 
1 tions to the contrary, are Erroneous and Anarcbical. 
1 | | TEE Oliverian little cares how lame his Compa- 
008 riſons are, provided, they lead him to what he aims 

be | at; for he pretends to compare a King to a common 


Judge, who without queſtion, may be oppoſed as 
| | any 
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any other Man, when he exceeds the Power given 


him by the Law; but even that ſimple Judge, can 
he be depoſed by the People alone, and would it not 
be a Crime puniſhable, to pull him down. from his 


Seat and diveſt him of his Authority, without the 
Intervention of the Prince, whoſe Perſon he repre- 
ſents, and who alone has the Power to do it, with- 
out the Advice of his Subjects? Beſides, the Power 
of a Judge, has no other Foundation, than bene 
placitum Principis; and is conſequently, very diffe- 
rent from the hereditary Right of a King. 

Bu r, objects again our Eni huſiaſt, King Charles 
being a Tyrant, King James his Father in his 
<< Speech to the Parliament, in 1609, aſſerted that 
« a King governing in a ſettled Kingdom, ceaſes 


to be a King, and degenerates into a Tyrant, as 


** ſoon as leaves off to rule according to his Laws. 
But does King James ſay, that a Tyrant looſes his 
Right to the Kingdom by his Tyrany? that he 


| ſhould be arraigned as the moſt infamous Criminal, 
and condemned to the laſt Supplice, by a Pack of 
Knaves, who had no Authority, neither by Right 


or Conceſſion, but what they had uſurp'd them- 


_ ſelves? 


ANoTHER mark of King Charles's Tyrany, is 


(if we believe the Enthuſiaſt) his Marriage with 


Henrietta Maria of France, and allowing her a 


Chapel at Somer/et-Houſe, an Article ſtipulated in 
the Contract of Marriage of that Princeſs, before 


the Celebration of it, and which King Charles cou'd 
not have infringed, without violating his Oaths; 


" beſides, it had been the greateſt Injuſtice in that 


Prince, to refuſe his Queen a Priviledge which was 


granted to the greateſt Scoundrels in the Kingdom; 
ſince even the Fanaticts enjoy'd it, and thoſe who 
were not Chriſtians;. but however, the King was 
willing to take off the leaſt ſubje& of Complaint, 


that 


CH) 


that he granted every Particular ask'd by the Par- 
liament, in relation to the putting a Barrier to the 
Growth of Popery, giving his Royal Aſſent to all 
Acts made againſt the Papi/ts, as it appears by the 
Journals of Both Houſes, at thoſe critical Times; 
depriving even the Queen his Conſort of her moſt 
faithful Servants, to pleaſe the Diſaffected to his 
Government, which was a thing impoſſible. 

As for that monſtrous Romance, of the Penance 
impoſed on the Queen, to go barefoot to Tyburn, 
it is ſuch an abominable Falſhood, that I am cer- 
tain that the Fanatick who relates it, don't believe 
it himſelf. 5 T7 

KING Charles's lending his Ships to the King of 
France, againſt the poor Proteſtant Rochellers, as 
the Fanatick is pleaſed to call his Brethren in Iniqui- 
ty 3 thoſe poor innocent Babes of Grace, whoſe chari- 
table Zeal had ſo often led them to draw their 
Sword, in Defence of their new-invented Calvinian 
Faith, when King Feſus, whom they pretended to 


chooſe for their only King, on purpoſe to govern 4 


under him, wanted fo much a Place to reſt his Sa- 
cred Head, who uſed to ſay when on Earth, that 
his Kingdom was not of this World, and that, gui 
Ferit gladio, gladio peribit; King Charles lending his 
Ships, as the Faratick obſerves, is another ſtreng 
Proof of his Tyrany, when he muſt be conſcious 
himſelf, that the Religion had the leaſt to do in 
that Affair, being only an Excufe for the Parl ia- 
ment's finding Fault with the Conduct of the un- 
happy Prince; beſides, Religion a part, it was the 
Intereſt of the Parliament to involve the Kingdom 
of France in a Civil War, the better to excuſe their 
cruel Project, and hinder by thoſe Means, the King 
of France from aſſiſting King Charles during the 
Civil Wars. 1 „ 


Bur 


Bur let make ſome few ſerious Reflect ions on the - C || 
Equity and Impartiality of our Oliverian, in con- f 
demning King Garles for lending his Ships againſt | 
the Rochellers, and the King of France for perſecu- i 
ting them; when in the mean time he blames that 19} 
King for his Toleration of the Romiſh Religion in 
Ireland. The Fanatick muſt certainly be an utter l 
Stranger to the diſtributive Juſtice, or elſe he wou'd It 
never attempt to deprive King Charles's Subjects of 
a Priviledge, which he claims for his Brethren in a it 
Foreign Country ; why ſhould he accuſe-the King of BM 
France of Tyrany, for refuſing the Liberty of Con- | 
ſcience to his Rebellious Subjects, and throw the if 
fame Aſperſion on King Charles the Firſt, for grant- | 
ing it to the Papiſts; not one of thoſe two Reli- | j 
gions have been authorized by the Law in either | | 


Kingdom; for Hugonotiſm was no more the reign- 
ing Religion in the Kingdom of France at that 


time, than was Catholicity in England. Perhaps | 
the Fanatic will object, that Hugonoti/m being the 1 
pureſt Religion, had more Right to that Clamz : 
' ſuch no doubt, is the Opinion of the Puritans, but Il 
the French Nation thought otherwiſe ; and as it is h 
allowed by all the Proteſtants, that every Man. . - i 
may follow his own Opinion in Religious Matters, 
the French could never be blamed for thinking the 
Roman Religion the beſt. „ | 
However, Religion was the leaſt Motive of 
that Toleration; King Charles wanted Money which 
he could not get otherwiſe, then by impoſing a | 
Tax upon the Papiſts; for when he ever made Ap- | 
plication to his Parliament for it, there was always 


DDr 
— . 8 


ſome new Grievances to redreſs, and the whole 
Seſſion was often ſpent in frivolous Debates, and 
preſenting Addreſſes, before his Majeſty could have 
any ſatisfactory Anſwer from both Houſes, which 
undutiful Delays uſed to put the King to his laſt 
85 „ ift, 
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thift, and force him to uſe extraordinary Means 
for raiſing Sums neceflary to maintain the Glory 
of the Nation abroad, and to keep Peace and 
Quietneſs at home. 
THE Declaration of both Houſes, both filled 
with Fanaticks, prove nothing againſt King Charles, 
neither is it more Juſt or reaſonable by being ſet at 
large in Rapin's Hiſtory ; being himſelf noted for 
a Republican, whoſe Intereſt it was to blame ey'ry 
thing tending to Monarchy, altho* it don't appear 
by his Reflections, that he approved entirely the 
Conduct of the Diſaffected Members; neither can 
we conclude by his Narrative, that he gave for 
granted that his Majeſty was privy to the Maſſacre 
in Ireland, which he utterly deny'd to his laſt 
"Breath. 2 a 
e cannot therefore but obſerve, ſays Rapin, 
concerning this Declaration, that there are ſome 
Articles, which ſeem very much aggravatedd; 
** and others from whence may be drawn Conſe- + 
« quences not ſo odious, as thoſe, here, inſinuated.“ 
Rap. Vol. I. p. 493. | 
Acain, © It appears by this Manifeſto, that 
the Parliament, had little Regard for the King. 
** Bur beſides the Animoſity and Revenge, which, 
& might enter into the Deſign of blackning his 
* Reputation, it is certain that Policy had no 
** ſmall Share in it.“ From this, it might be in- 
ferr d, that Rapin, tho a Republican, could not 
juſtify the Proceedings of the Factious in the 1 
Houſe of Commons, whoſe criminal ambitious 
Views, made them tempt all ways to uſurp the Go- 
vernment upon their lawful Sovereign. 
_ Tax Queen's being privy to the Iriſh Butchery, 
is but a falſe Suppoſition of the Fanaticks of thoſe 
Times, and related by our Pampblet Writer for an 


inconteſtable Truth, the better to enrage the Na- 
(10N 
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tion againſt the Religion ſhe profeſſed, for. that 
Crime could never be proved upon her; and Fa- 
ther D'Orleans, who has wrote the Hiſtory of the 
Revolutions in Exgland, upon more authentick 
Memoirs than ever did Rapin, and with leſs Par- 
tiality, rejects that Letter ſuppoſed to be found 
in the E. of Autrim's Pocket, as a ſpurious and 


| ſcandalous Libel, wrote by the Fanaticks them- 


ſelves, with no other View, than to blacken the 
Reputation of the Queen. „% 

Way ſhould King Charles have been debarred, 
for admitting into his Guards, or keeping in his 
Pay a Body of 3000 Iriſb, ſince they proved to 
be the beſt Troops he had againſt his rebellious 


Subjects; his fatal End had happen'd a great deal 


ſooner, if he had entirely rely'd on the Fidelity of 
ſome of his Engliſh Friends, by whom he was ev'ry 
Day deſerted, and at laſt quite forfaken ; being 
very. much to his Honour, that his Enemies could 
bring no other Charges upon him before impartial 
Judges. Ss 


TRE Phariſaical Hypocriſy of the Pamphlet 


Mriter, is umberable, when he brings for Proof 


of the Tyrany of King Charles, his tolerating 


\ Sports and Paſtimes on a Sunday: The holy Man! 


ſure, in his Opinion, plotring againſt the Life of 
a King, and ſtudying nothing elie but Deſtruction 


and Horror, which cook then all the Time of his 


pious Anceſtors, Sundays as well as working Days, 
were Deeds of Piety, if compared with the irregu- 
lar Obſervance of the Lord's Day; following in 
that the Example of the Fews, who did find Fault 
with the Apoſtles forgetting ro waſh their Hands 
before their Meals, while at the ſame time, they 
themſelves, violated the moſt eſſential Points of 
Moſes Law. 


C2 | KING 


„„ 
Kine Charles's diſſolving the Parliament, was 
nothing but what he had a Right to do as a King, 


following in that the Example of his Predeceſſors, 
eſpecially, when he knew that they were acting 


contrary to the Nation's Intereſt and his own. The | 


ſeizing the Papers, ſealing,the Cloſets, and impri- 
ſoning the Perſons of the Lord Kimbolton, Pim, 
Hambden, Daniel Hollis, Authur Haſlerig, and 
Stroud, was an Act of Juſtice not ſevere enough, 
againſt ſuch Sticklers and Diſturbers of the Pub- 
lick Quietneſs, who deſerved to be deliver'd to the 
Common Executioner for an Example, to deter 
others from doing the ſame, which Execution had 
infallibly prevented the Effuſion of ſo much Blood, 
but as T have obſerved already, King Charles was 
too conſcientious, and too meek a Prince for thoſe 
difficult Days. I am ſurprized that the ſanftify'd 
Fanatick, is not aſhamed to bring thoſe ſcandalous 
Fellows upon the Stage, ſome of whom had been 
long before ſtigmatized for other Crimes. | 
Tres Pampblet Writer cannot help ſhowing his 
Ignorance throughout all his ſcandalous Libel, by 
pretending that Jus Divinum, is nothing elſe but 
the Anointing of the King, and that the Oil uſed 
in that Ceremony, is the only Foundation, Juris 
Divini; but I can inform him better, by telling 
him that a King, is King, Jure Divino, by being 
chooſed by God for that eminent Office, and thar 
the pouring of the Oil, is nothing elſe but a ſimple | 
Ceremony; ll thine Horn with Oil and go, ſa id 
God to Samuel, I will [end thee to Feſfe the Bethle- 
ile, for I have provided me a King amongſt his Sons. 
This Choice of God, is Jas Divinum, which how- 
ever has never been thought by any to have the 
Efficacy of rendring a King infallible ; no more 
than the Ceremony of the Tuauguration, Every 
noneſt Man will allow, that from that time, the 
1 | 1 -_ Perſon 


143 © 
Perſon of a King, (being ſacred) it is a Sacrilege 
puniſhable with the moſt infamous Death, to lay 


violent Hands upon him. The Example of Aaron's : 


Sons, alledged by our Eutbuſiaſt, on the contrary, 
is out of the Queſtion, ſince they were puniſhed 


by God himſelf, for having violated the Law of 


their Office, and not by the Maelites. The very 
Quotation of the Rebellious Villain, for IJ have no 
Patience with him, that, a Fire went from the 
Lord, and devoured them, riſe in Judgment againſt 
bim; as well as the Example of David, whom he 
will have had ſpared Saul's Life twice, on account 
only, that that Prince was both times aſleep, or by 
Policy for fear of incurring the Diſpleaſure of the 
People, or elſe becauſe he knew that Saul had loſt his 
Senses; when David himſelf gave no other Reaſon 
for it, than that of Saul's being the Lord's Anoin- 
ted; and that he puniſhed the Amalekite who 
brought him his Head after the Battle of Goa, 
for, ſtretching forth his Hand to deſtroy the Lord's 
Anointed. But who would be preſumptuous to 
queſtion the Right of our Fanatic, giving what 


Senſe he 2 to David's Words, when tis to 


ſerve his Ends. ; | | | 

Neither does he think himſelf obliged to deal 
with more Circumſpect ion and Modeſty, with the 
Apoſtle, for he would make us believe, that St. 


Paul don't recommend Paſſive Obedience, and 


N on- Reſiſtance, in his Epiſtle to the Romans c. 13. 
Bur let us fee how the Words of the Apoſtle agree 
with his Opinion, Let every Soul be ſubjef? unto 


tbe bigher Powers; for their is no Power but of Cod; 


the Powers that be, are ordained of God. Whoſo- 
ever therefore reſiſts the Power, reſiſteth the Ordi- 
zance of God, and they that reſiſt, ſhall receive to 
themſelves Damnation, (THIS Is a THUNDERBOLT 
FOR THE FAN ATICk). I berefore ye muſt needs 


(24 ) 
be 5 585 not ouly for Wrath, but 45 for Conſcience 
ſake. Rom. 13. v. I, 2, 5: 


THE Pampblet Whites MEenTITUR IuxPpUNE, 
when he aſſerts that the Apoſtle don't pretend that 


we are obliged to obey a Tyrant, for I would ask 


him what forced Interpretation he could give to 
ſuch plain Terms, as are theſe, obedite Prepoſitis 
_ veſtris etiam diſcolis. And when the Hraelites ask'd 
for a King, did not the ALmicnTy forewarn 'em, 
that a King would be a Tyrant, taking their Sons for 
his Servants, their Daughters for their Maids and 
Concubines, uſurp their Fields and their Vineyards, 
IMPOSE HEAVY TAXES; and that they ſhould cry 
out in that Day becauſe of their King, x6: the Lord 
would not hear them in that Day. Which Promiſe 
God accompliſhed, in the Perſon of Saul, for tho' 
that Prince was reproved by him, and that he had 


choſen David for his Succeſſor, he however left him 


to reign, till he fell by the hands of his Enemies; 
neither did ever David or any other 1/aelite make 


an Attempt upon his Sacred Life. 


AxoTHER Mark of the Ignorance of our 


Pamphlet Writer is, his pretending that the Go» 
vernment of the 77aelites under their Kings, was a 
 Theocracy; The Fewiſh Government, quoth he, 
could never be intended as à Plan of Government to 
other Nations, it was truly a Theocracy; God was 


their immediate Governour: If ſuch Government 


was a Theocracy, I'll ask him what was then the 
difference between ſuch Government, and that un- 
der their Judges; and if God was their immedi- 
ate Governour, how could the Fews have groa ned 
under ſo much Oppreſſion as they did, under Re- 
boboam, Achab, &c.? 

Muft I then, fays our inſinuating Fame, for 
fear receiving Damnation to e not ref ſt a 


Power or Authority, that ſelf des the Ordmance 
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„ 
of God the Fountain of all Power ? We may op- 
poſe it with Decency, and as it becomes a Subject, 


by Remonſtrances, Addreſſes, &c. but not by Force 


of Arms, or depriving a Sovereign of his Life, or 
of his Throne; for ſince our Puritan confeſſes that 


God is the Fountain of all Power, when he him- 


ſelf is pleaſed to ſay, Per me Reges Regnant, Per 
me Principes imperant, it belongs to no body elſe 
to deprive a King of his Authority, much leſs of 
his Sacred Life; noli Tangere Chriſtos meos, ſays he 
again, in another Place; but however, how can 
he be a competent Judge of the Conduct of a 
King? and can it be ſaid that the Crimes alledged 


' againſt King Charles the Firſt, were againſt the Law 


of God? which is the only Reaſon alledged by the 
Oliverian, for oppoſing a King. Suppoſe, even, 
that he had tolerated Popery, could ſuch Tolera- 


tion have been more againſt the Law of God, than 


that granted to all the Diſſenters? Are not the Ro- 
man Catholicks baptiſed in the Name of the Holy 
Trinity? Have not they an Hierarchy, and an 
interrupted Succeſſion from the Apoſtles, and from 
whence the Engliſb derives their Church, and conſe- 


quently approved by her? Did the Engli Church 


find Fault with that Toleration, or rather the Sec- 
caries, who had no manner of Right to do it, ſince 
they were no more then them, pro bene placito. | 

Bur to proceed with our Euihu ſiaſt; if Rapin, 
pretends that Cromwell, was the only Uſurper he had 
met with that died a natural Death, that Author 


. muſt be very ignorant of the Hiſtory, or elſe he 


would have found a great many other Uſurpers 
who have died a natural Death. Pepin le Bref, and 
Huguo Capet, in France died natural Deaths. Many 


Kings of the Lombards, and Uſurpers, have died 
a natural Death. Beſides, there are other Puniſh- 
ments for Uſurpation than temporal ones, and God 


has 
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has often choſe in his Anger, Uſurpers for Inſtru- 
ments of his Wrath, and to'puniſh the Wicked- 
neſs of Men. Attila, King of the Huns, who ra- 
vaged all laly, was ſtyled, Flagellum Dei. 
I jaft obſerve, ſays the Fanatick, that Oliver died 
à natural Death but lis as remarkable, that nei- 
ther King Charles nor his Favourite Buckingham, nor 
 tboſe other two Miniſters, Strafford and Laud, did 
%; but he ſhould have added, neither Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles did fo ; altho* moſt of their unjuſt Judges 
and Perſecutors, died a natural Death ; and there- 
fore that infamous Uſurper, dying a natural Death, 
is not a Reaſon that God approved his Uſurpation, 
or of his taking off the Head of his Sovereign, 
which is certainly the moſt infamous Mark that 
ever was fixed on any Nation in the Univerſe, ſince 
the Murder of the Son of God; neither is the 1ri/þ 
Maſſacre co be compared to it, fince it was only 
occaſioned by an Animoſity between two Parties of 
equal Rank and Dignity, whereof the Regicide of 
King Charles was perpetrated in cold Blood, and 
upon a Perſon who was God repreſentative upon 
Earth, which makes the Difference; and not be- 
cauſe conſecrated by the Epiſcopal Unction. 

J muſt agree with the Pamphlet Writer, that the 
Almighty has not made a great many particular 
Puniſhments of the Regicides, beſides the few hang- 
ed, and others obliged ro fly their Country; but 
he has made ſo general ones ever fince, that the 
whole Nation has been, and is likely to be for 
ever in Trouble and Confuſion, oppreſſed and en- 


flaved. The Quotation out of Feremiah proves 


nothing againſt it; for in that Chapter, the Pro- 
phet, Prophecies only the Reſtauration of [ae to 
its antient Splendour, as it appears by the Argu- 


ment of the Chapter; again I will build thee and 


bon jhalt be built, O Virgin of 1/rael, thou ſbalt again 


be. 


ou Fog, Ae 
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ing and thine Eyes from Tears 
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be adorned with thy Tabrets and ſhalt go forth in the 


. dances of them that make merry. ch. xxxi. v. 4. for 
the Lord bas redeemed Jacob and ranſomed him from 


the hand of bim that was ſtronger than be. v. 11. 
Which Bleſſing, will perhaps happen unto England, 
and the Regicide forgiven, when ſhe has wee 

as long as did [/rael, then the Lord will fay unto 
us, as to the 1ſraelites, Refrain thy Voice from weep= 
and it ſhall come 
to paſs that like as I have watched over them, ro 
PLUCK UP, AND TO BREAK DOWN, AND TO 
THROW DOWN, and 1o deſtroy and to afflit; ſo will 
I watch over them, to build and to plan. in thoſe 
Days they ſhall ſay no more, the Fathers bave eaten 
a _ aGrape, and we Childrens Teeth are ſet on 
edge. 


Idem. v. 16, 28, 29. Which Promiſes of the 
Lord, were more than a moral Certainty, for the 


Jews that (being moved by their Tears and long 


Sufferances) he had at laſt, forgiven their Sins, and 
can't be extended to other Nations. For if God 


had from that time, took the Reſolution of never 
viſiting the Sins of the Fathers on their Sons, why 


ſhould we be born ſtill with the original Sin of 
Adam? | 


Il won't pretend to ſay, that the Crime of Crom- 
well, Ireton, &c. ſhould be imputed to their De- 


ſcendants, if they are honeſt Men. Put however, 
they can't be excuſed from. deteſting that Crime, 


ſince it is a Stain on their Family, which cannot 


be waſhed off; when on t e contrary, their obdu- 
rateneſs, in approving of nat Crime, is a moral 


Sign, that it is not yet for ven by the Almighty. 


TR Fanatick, ends his andalous Libel, as he 
begun it, by injurious Reff tions on the II Lus- 
TRIOUS Housg OF THE STvARTSs, which he 
taxes with Pride, Ambition, and a ſtrong Diſpoſition 
to rule abſolutely and without 1 . Sure he muſt 
6 EN miſtake 


miſtake the Suarts for his Brethren, ſince thoſe 
three abovementioned Vices, have always been the 
Cbraacteriſticts of the Sectar ies, from the firſt fa- 
tal Moment, our Church had the Misfortune to be 
infected with that devouring Plague. For, was it 
Humility or Pride, which inſpired a parcel of 
illiterate Fellows to reform the Chriſtian World 
with Fire and Sword? Was it Ambition or Dif- 
intereſtedneſs, which made them jealous of the Re- 
gal Power in all Parts of Europe, where they have 
been tolerated ? Was it not Ambition that made 
them fide with the diſaffected Princes of the Houſe 
of 1rance, ſeated and fortified themſelves in the 
ſtrongeſt Places of the Kingdom, appear in Arms, 
fight a great many Battels, as thoſe of Farnac, 
Moncontour, &c.? forcing often their lawful and 
natural Prince to make diſgraceful Capitulations, 
and ſhameful Treaties with them, of which, they 
were always the firſt Infringers, for they could ne- 
ver contain themſelves within the Limits of any 
Agreement whatever, being always at work to ex- 
tend their Priviledges further and further, till at 
laſt, the late King of France expelled them from 
the Kingdom, and in very gcod time for him, or 
elſe in all likelihood, he had been forced at the 
latter end of his Reign to ſhift for himſelf, as did 
ſome of his Neighbours ; for it had been then im- 
_ poſſible for him, to have withſtood his domeſtick © 
and foreign Enemies. Was the Chriſtian Religion 
eſtabliſned that way? Did any Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 
rian mention, that a Sword was drawn in her De- 
fence againſt the Perſecution of the Roman Empe- 
rors? Did the Chriſtians barrow other Swords be- 
ſides, their Pens, Prayers, and Tears, who had 
then as formidable Power to ſtruggle againſt, as 
ever had the Fanaticks? What elſe but Ambition 
did engage the Sectaries to pry ſo narrowly into the 
5 | Conduct 
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Conduct of King bh. and if they wanted no 
; other King but King 7e/us, why did they endea- 
vour to ſettle any other Kingdom but his own, 
which 1s not of this World, and which is promiſed 
only to thoſe who have been perſecuted and afflict- 

ed upon Earth. Would King Feſus have fat upon 
a Throne ſwimming in Blood, and ufurped ? Would 
he have choſen for his Miniſters, the Proſelytes of 
Satan; a pack of Thieves and Murderers, who 
could not bear being governed by others, becauſe 
they wanted to be the only Rulers and Governours, 
chooſing for their King an inviſible one, whom, 
if viſible, they wou'd have depoſed (tho the Son 
of God) if he had decreed any thing contra- 

ry to their Fanatical Zeal, arraign him, perhaps, 

for not being a TRUE PROTESTANT. For no 
\ body can deſerve that Character from them, with- 

cout following their Vices. 1 

THEREFORE. it is againſt the Intereſt of the 
Commonwealth, as well as of the Church, to give 
a full Career to the Puritani/m in this Kingdom, 
ſince a King cannot fit eaſy upon his Throne, nor 
his Subjects be ſecured for a ſingle Moment of their 
Peace and Quietneſs, as long as that horrid Mon- 
ſter will be allow'd to ramble, and ſpit his deadly 
Venom thro* the Land, which is the more dangerous 
becauſe artfully diſguiſed. Our Church had never 
no greater Enemies; for they not only ridicule the 
Faſt of the Thirtieth of Fanuary, kept for a per- 
petual Remembrance of the Fall of: ne of her 
maſter Pillars, but they condemn likewiſe, all her 
other Ceremonies and Religious Obſervations, and 
} even her Orthodoxy. I want no other Proof of it, 
than what happen'd in the Civil Wars, when her 
moſt holy Sanctuary, was made Stables for Horſes, 
for no other Reaſon, becauſe - conſecrated to the 
Tux Gop, whoſe Miniſters were forced to deſert 
** 1. the 
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; forted, becauſe they were not. 


@ 


the Servier; for fear of being cid upon his 


Sacred Altars. Then, were heard in Ramah La- 
mentations and bitter weeping ; our holy Mother the 


Church, weeping for her Children, refuſed to be com- 
The Sacred Roofs 


of our Temples echoed then nothing but Sighs and 
Groans, and the Praiſes of the Lord were no more 
celebrated, in Tympano et Choro, in Organis bene 


Sonantibus; till King Charles the Second, was reſto- 


red to the Throne of his 6LoORIOUS MARTYRED 
FaTHtr. For then, the Souls of our Prieſts was 
ſatiated with Fatneſs, the Yoke was broken from off 


our Neck, our Bands were burſt, and we were al- 


lowed to ſerve the Lord our God, and CHARLES our 
Kine was raiſed up unto us; our Mourning was then 
turned into Foy, and wwe were made to rejoice from 
our Sorrow. Then the Land flowed with Milt and 
Honey, Chearfulneſs and Plenty reigned all over 
the Kingdom, Lucifer was once again Chained 
in Hell, becauſe the Conventicles of his Emiſſaries 
were ſhut up; but, alas, fortunate Days, happy 


Times, you are no more | Fanatiſin is as much en- 
couraged at preſent as ever it was, and the worſt 


is, chat he endeavours to ſettle under the Throne, 
to ſhoot from thence with more Impunity her poi- 
ſon'd Arrows at the true Religion; but thou, Al- 


mighty King of Kings, be in theſe our new Days 


of Affliction, our Tower of Defence, againſt thoſe 
our powerful. Enemies, look once more from Hea- 
ven, O Divine Spouſe, with a tender and compaſ- 


ſionate Eye, on the Affliction of thy Spouſe, our 
Holy Mother the Church, redreſs her Wrongs and 
be her Comforter; and as thou doſt not deſire the 
Death of a Sinner, but rather that he ſhould repent 
Wand. live 3. make ſhine to the Eyes of thoſe volun- 
3s, the Fanaticks, heh precious Light of 


tary - Bli 
thy a — their obdurate Hearts 
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260 by the Efficacy of thy Grace, inflame it with the 


the laſt Tribute to Nature, and freed 
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ſacred Fire of thy Charity, ſo that they may love 


thee and their Neighbours; ſhut their Ears to the 


alluring and deceitful Diſcourſes of their ignorant 
and barbarous Teachers, blind Guides, who never 


miſs drawing them into Perdition ; inſtru& them, 
O Lord! that we cannot repent too often and too 
long for a Crime, which deſerves eternal Puniſh- 


ment, Make them know, that the glorious King 


they blaſpheme againſt, was the beſt of Kings, 


both their Father and their King ; and that if even 


he had been guilty of ſome Imperfections, of which 


the moſt Perfect can't be free in this tranſitory 
Life, that it is ungenerous to aſperſe his Sacred 
Aſhes with it, and to go to look for him in the 
Tomb where he repoſes, to load him with unjuſt 


Reproaches. But for his immortal Soul, ſhe is 
little ſenſible of it in the Kingdom of Glory, which 


* 


ſne enjoys with her Divine Maſter, Who has been 


Partaker of his Sufferings upon Earth: Reign 


there, O Glorious CHARLES, till we thy faithful | 
Subjects, impartial Admirers of thy Holineſs, Mag. 


nanimity, and inimitable Patience, having payed 
n the 
Rags of our Mortality, might be thought worthy 


of being Partakers of the ſame Eternal Happineſs. 


Thy Sufferings are ſtill freſh in our Memory, and 
following thy Example, we pray for thy Murderers 
in the Annual Atronement we make for the heinous 
Crime committed on thy Sacred Perſon, - 
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